Date: Tue, 6 Jul 93 04:30:18 PDT 

From: Ham-Policy Mailing List and Newsgroup <ham-policy@ucsd.edu> 
Errors-To: Ham-Policy-Errors@UCSD.Edu 

Reply-To: Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu 

Precedence: Bulk 

Subject: Ham-Policy Digest V93 #217 

To: Ham-Policy 


Ham-Policy Digest Tue, 6 Jul 93 Volume 93 : Issue 217 


Today's Topics: 
Give a VE $5.60, walk 
Give a VE $5.60, walk out with a ham license... (3 msgs) 
Repeater coordination, complaints? 
Rptr trustee id 


Send Replies or notes for publication to: <Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu> 
Send subscription requests to: <Ham-Policy-REQUEST@UCSD.Edu> 
Problems you can't solve otherwise to brian@ucsd.edu. 


Archives of past issues of the Ham-Policy Digest are available 
(by FTP only) from UCSD.Edu in directory "mailarchives/ham-policy". 


We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text 
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official 
policies or positions of any party. Your mileage may vary. So there. 


Date: Mon, 5 Jul 93 22:28:00 -0500 

From: usc!howland.reston.ans.net!usenet.ins.cwru.edu!ncoast!pcohio! 
gary. gabriel@network.UCSD.EDU 

Subject: Give a VE $5.60, walk 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


PWSK>I trust you will take the time to provide some carefully-worded comments 
PWSK>to the FCC regarding your opinions, or are you just blowing hot air 
PWSK>again (like your recent proposal to petition the FCC to repeal the 
PWSK>no-code license)? 


PWSK>73, Paul W. Schleck, KD3FU 


Good for you ! The "abolish no code" people out there are the same people 
that wanted us all to use blinkyterm for FIDOnet. It's called a weenie filter. 


Pardon my language but I think weenie filters are for weenies. If the person 
can pass the test then she/he should be able to get on the air (conditionally) 
right away. Our time would be better spent if we were to "adopt a newbie" 


rather than bash one. Until node-code tech Amateur Radio was on the decline. 


Do we want to go back to those days ! 


~ OLX 2.1 TD ~ Oh I'd hate to be an Oscar Meyer Weenie Filter... 


Date: Mon, 05 Jul 1993 19:53:30 GMT 

From: anomaly.sbs.com!ns.risc.net!mike@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: Give a VE $5.60, walk out with a ham license... 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


I'm surprised nobody caught on to this one, which was posted as part 
of the Amateur Radio Newsline recently: 


"The FCC has proposed that a temporary callsign be issued to 

new applicants. This temporary callsign would be issued at the 
test session when the applicant has passed the required elements. 
The FCC stated that it would generate a proposal for rulemaking 
on this subject." 


VV VV V 


Why don't we make it even easier. Just include a free ham license 
with every ham radio you purchase. Rig manufacturers can simply print 
them and place them inside the boxes. In fact, there could be 
contests... Collect all five! Novice through Extra, just like 

cereal manufacturers do! 


Mike 


Date: Mon, 5 Jul 1993 21:27:17 GMT 

From: nevada.edu!news.unomaha.edu! cwis! pschleck@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: Give a VE $5.60, walk out with a ham license... 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In <1993Iu105.195330.26682@anomaly.sbs.com> mike@ns.risc.net (Mike) writes: 


>I'm surprised nobody caught on to this one, which was posted as part 
>of the Amateur Radio Newsline recently: 


>> "The FCC has proposed that a temporary callsign be issued to 

>> new applicants. This temporary callsign would be issued at the 
>> test session when the applicant has passed the required elements. 
>> The FCC stated that it would generate a proposal for rulemaking 


>> on this subject." 


>Why don't we make it even easier. Just include a free ham license 
>with every ham radio you purchase. Rig manufacturers can simply print 
>them and place them inside the boxes. In fact, there could be 
>contests... Collect all five! Novice through Extra, just like 

>cereal manufacturers do! 


>Mike 


This kind of pure flame-bait from the usual SBS-BS crowd (don't let the 
new domain name fool you) would be entertaining if it wasn't so 
predictable. 


So pray tell Mike, what exactly does extending the almost 10-year 

policy of interim authorization to new licensees have to do with giving 
away licenses like boxtops? Perhaps there might be some additional 
slight potential for fraud, but hardly worse than exists already. At the 
very least, the proposal mentioned above has precious little to do with 
the content and administration of VE exams, or the quality of new hams. 
The new hams would have passed their exams, and would only get to 

operate a scant 6-12 weeks earlier (and possibly lessen the burden on 

the FCC from people calling in with a chorus of "Where's my license?"). 


I trust you will take the time to provide some carefully-worded comments 
to the FCC regarding your opinions, or are you just blowing hot air 
again (like your recent proposal to petition the FCC to repeal the 
no-code license)? 


73, Paul W. Schleck, KD3FU 


pschleck@unomaha. edu 


Date: Tue, 6 Jul 93 04:24:54 GMT 

From: netnews.nwnet.net!serval!wsuaix.csc.wsu.edu! 
17994779@beaver.cs.washington.edu 

Subject: Give a VE $5.60, walk out with a ham license... 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


In article <1993Iu105.195330.26682@anomaly.sbs.com> mike@ns.risc.net (Mike) 
writes: 

> 

>I'm surprised nobody caught on to this one, which was posted as part 

>of the Amateur Radio Newsline recently: 

> 

>> "The FCC has proposed that a temporary callsign be issued to 


>> new applicants. This temporary callsign would be issued at the 
>> test session when the applicant has passed the required elements. 
>> The FCC stated that it would generate a proposal for rulemaking 
>> on this subject." 


>Why don't we make it even easier. Just include a free ham license 
>with every ham radio you purchase. Rig manufacturers can simply print 
>them and place them inside the boxes. In fact, there could be 


>contests... Collect all five! Novice through Extra, just like 
>cereal manufacturers do! 

> 

>Mike 


I am sorry, but I don't see what's wrong with this. All the FCC does is spend 
2 months doing the paperwork. They don't do anything more than verify what 
the VE did. I think it would a great system. As it is now, you pass your test 
but your still not a HAM until you get your call. Temp calls would be instant 
reward for a lot of studying. What's the difference between this and upgrade 
temp callsigns? 


Patrick D. Walters Washington State University 
17994779@wsuaix.csc.wsu.edu NW Collegiate Cycling Conference Director 
Voice at (unavailable) KB7VPO 


Date: 5 Jul 1993 18:58:33 GMT 

From: sdd.hp.com!col.hp.com! bobw@network.UCSD.EDU 
Subject: Repeater coordination, complaints? 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


jimv@hienergy.East.Sun.COM (Jim Vienneau - Sun Microsystems) 
asked a reasonable question about a repeater interference/coordination 
problem. 


The net immediately spewed forth with all kinds of valuable advice :-) 
and the discussion went like this: 


Use PL and stop complaining. 

But the interfering repeater is running too much power. 
Use PL. 

PL costs too much. 

No, it doesn't 

Yes, it does. 

Hams are too cheap. 

I used PL once to solve a problem, so everyone should. 


But the other repeater is running the legal limit. 

Nobody I know does this. 

What's the legal limit? 

You don't know the rules if you don't know the legal limit. 
Yes, I do. 

No, you don't. 

Nah. 

Nah. 


Now we return you to your regularly scheduled net drivel. 


Bob KBOCY 


Date: 5 Jul 1993 17:23:57 GMT 

From: topaz.bds.com!topaz.bds.com! ron@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: Rptr trustee id 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


A few months ago, the old trustee of our local rptr never use to 
id when he was on the machine. He claimed that since the rptr sent 
his call every 10 min in CW he did not have to. Is this OK? 


OK for the repeater, but not OK for his transmissions to the repeater. 
His casual use of the repeater probably does not meet the requirements 
for auxiliary operation and hence can not be considered part of the 
repeater system. The omission of ID's on auxilliary links is a point 
of discussion anyway. 


-Ron 


Date: Mon, 5 Jul 1993 17:37:52 GMT 

From: pravda.sdsc.edu!news.cerf.net!usc!howland.reston.ans.net!agate! 
headwall.Stanford.EDU!Csli! paulf@network.UCSD.EDU 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <C9HqCC.MrK@bigtop.dr.att.com>, 
<1993Jul12.183852.4804@Cs1i.Stanford.EDU>, <C9K996.7vL@fc.hp.com>! 
Subject : Re: NQOI Case : HF Vertical Antennas 


In <C9K996.7vL@fc.hp.com> perry@fc.hp.com (Perry Scott) writes: 
>Where did I pull these numbers from? Well, they're about 1/2 wavelength 


>high. You can choose to put a yagi at that height or use a 1/2 wave 
>vertical - either one makes a dandy antenna. 


Actually, you don't need to be up as high from band to band, as the optimal 
take off angle increases with increasing wavelength. Aside from the height, 
the soil properties at the first reflection zone need to be taken into 
consideration, so the "minimums" would need to vary some from place to place. 


-=Paul Flaherty, N9FZX | "The National Anthem has become The Whine." 
->paulf@Stanford.EDU | -- Charles Sykes, _A Nation of Victims_ 


End of Ham-Policy Digest V93 4217 
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